We believe that an important aspect of psychoanalysis, first in its clinical dimension, consists of identifying and creating interactions and links, while being itself influenced by this very process. Freud's connections between symptom, dream, joke, parapraxis, and transference are an example of this (Miller, 2015) . Bion's concepts of linking and containing provide an intersubjective model of such interactions, while Winnicott's potential space (or intermediate area) defines an area where such phenomena, transference and countertransference included, can take place.
A psychoanalytic journal can be conceived as a space where authors and readers, as members of the psychoanalytic community, interact through their request to be informed, to learn, and to be represented. This puts the journal in the position of a container not only of these interactions, but also of the links and interactions that the papers published in it aim to explore (Maniadakis, 2016) . The clinical encounter can be rightly considered as a "royal road" for such an exploration.
In this issue, the first two articles come from a panel on the work of one of the most outstanding figures in clinical psychoanalysis -Harry Stack Sullivan. At the 49th Congress of the International Psychoanalytic Association (IPA) held in Boston, MA, at the end of July 2015, one of us (M.C.) was able to organize a panel on "The relevance of Harry Stack Sullivan's (1892-1949) work for contemporary psychoanalysis," in connection with the eventual acceptance of the William Alanson White Society as member society of the American and International Psychoanalytic Associations. We do not know whether Sullivan would have been happy about this, but we know that his work and his legacy belong to psychoanalysis as a scientific and professional discipline. As Marco Conci showed in Sullivan revisitedLife and work, Sullivan was a psychoanalyst and remained one until the end of his life, although he preferred to speak of himself as "a social scientist whose specialty was psychiatry." Melanie Klein considered herself as a Freudian and not as a Kleinian, but Anna Freud was apparently right to call her "a Kleinian" -and same is true for us when we refer to Sullivan as a psychoanalyst. This is also the point of view articulated in the papers by Sandra Buechler and Henry Zvi Lothane, with the titles "Sullivan's impact on the clinician's feelings and therapeutic style" and "Emotional reality in Freud and Sullivan: Discussion of Sandra Buechler's paper," respectively. Sandra Buechler's proposal to "compare our theoretical prisms, looking at what each privileges and how it affects us as therapeutic instruments" is fascinating; the same can be said of Henry Zvi Lothane's wish that "the IPA and the entire analytic community usher in a new era embracing interpersonal love as an ethical principle and a methodological compass and guide." Sandra Buechler's proposal resonates very well with Susan Kavaler-Adler's paper "The beginning of heartache in character disorders: On the way to relatedness and intimacy through primal affects and symbolization." Drawing from her encounter with patients traumatized during their early development, the author attempts to explore the interaction between the theories of Klein and Winnicott -two major British theorists and clinicians -conjugating Winnicott's "object survival" with Klein's "mourning" in her concept of "developmental mourning process." Thanks to this new perspective and concept the paper has been nominated for the 2018 Gradiva Award for Best Article of the National Association for the Advancement of Psychoanalysis (NAAP).
Susan Kavaler-Adler's difficult patients then lead us to the technical problems that occur in therapeutics interaction with them. In his article "Intimacy in psychotherapy: From 'white noise' to meaningful communication," Sergey Profis explores modes of communication with the patient other than spoken language. He holds that "resonating affective states promote intimacy in the therapeutic encounter" and in fact represent "a vital part of the curative process of psychotherapy."
Resonating affective states entail receptivity on the part of the analyst. In his article "On patients' unique self-knowledge," Hanoch Yerushalmi holds that "therapists should allow their patients' self-knowledge to influence their therapeutic perceptions." He believes that this attitude facilitates the creation and formulation of new knowledge.
In the article "From (un)motivated laughter to impertinent laughter: The laughing machine," written by Alexandre Saint-Jevin (Paris), new knowledge is sought through a therapeutic encounter with psychotic pathology. The author traces the trajectory of the conceptualization of laughter from Freudian to Lacanian psychoanalysis, including Harold Searles' invitation to us clinicians to allow ourselves to laugh. In this author's experience, many of our patients come from families dominated by a "wide taboo against health laughter."
Interaction of problems of somatic health with psychic suffering form the nucleus of Soi Agatsuma's article "Supportive psychotherapy of a psychodynamic orientation as an adjunctive treatment for drug-induced depression: A case study." Through presenting case material, the author attempts to fathom the complicated traumatic links between physical illness and medically induced depression, and shows the role that psychotherapeutically obtained meaning can play in mitigating the patient's suffering.
But what happens if psychoanalysts fail to interact with clinical experience? "Understanding the crisis: Five core issues in contemporary psychoanalysis," by Paolo Azzone, centers around the line of interpretation of the crisis in contemporary psychoanalysis that was originally proposed by Céasar Garza- Guerrero (2002) . In short, the sources of such a crisis are to be searched for within its own development, with particular regard to our incapacity to bring the revolutionary contribution of interpersonal and intersubjective paradigms to their fuller consequences.
We have already mentioned that Winnicott's potential space represents an area where creative interaction can happen. This leaves a vast space of encounters of psychoanalytic thinking and receptivity with other areas of thought and creativity, such as philosophy and art; Freud was the first to acknowledge the importance of such encounters for psychoanalysis.
In Janette Graetz Simmonds's article "Contemplating spiritual experience: Winnicott's potential space, Tibetan bardo, and liminality," Winnicott's potential space forms the bridge concept for the exploration of "interesting and rather remarkable confluences in concepts from psychoanalysis and from Tibetan Buddhism (bardo) and cultural anthropology (liminality)." In Tibetan, as the author notes, the word "bardo" means "intermediate space."
"Architecture and psychoanalysis. Nathaniel Kahn and the search for the father," by Alessandra Chinaglia Cornoldi and Adriano Cornoldi, centers around a study of the profound mutual relations between architecture and psychoanalysis, and includes a fascinating analysis of the problematic relationship between the film-maker Nathaniel Kahn and his father, the famous architect Louis Kahn (1901 Kahn ( -1974 .
To the architect of this journal, our Founding Editor Jan Stensson, we owe the detailed review of the book edited in 2015 by Rainer Funk and Neil McLaughlin, Towards a human science. The relevance of Erich Fromm for today, most of whose 22 contributions come from a conference held at the Berlin International Psychoanalytic University. In recent years, Rainer Funk (Tübingen) was able to organize several further international conferences on Fromm there, promoting a new interest in Fromm's work and legacy in younger generations of students. The way in which Fromm's literary executor maintains the Tübingen Fromm Archive alive and well, for our benefit as well as that of the IFPS, is both admirable and unique.
